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Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably detained earlier today. I respectfully 
request the RECORD to reflect that, had I been 
here, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on roll No. 127 
on agreeing to the conference report on S. 
151. I would have also voted ‘‘yea’’ on roll No. 
128 and 129 on the motions to suspend the 
rules and agree to the House Resolutions 141 
and 165.
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ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2003 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Rules, I call up House Reso-
lution 189 and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 189
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 6) to enhance 
energy conservation and research and devel-
opment, to provide for security and diversity 
in the energy supply for the American peo-
ple, and for other purposes. The first reading 
of the bill shall be dispensed with. All points 
of order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour and 30 
minutes, with 30 minutes equally divided and 
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and 20 minutes equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of each of the 
Committees on Science, Resources, and 
Ways and Means. After general debate the 
bill shall be considered for amendment under 
the five-minute rule. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read. No amendment shall be in order 
except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, may 
be offered only by a Member designated in 
the report, shall be considered as read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in the re-
port equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent, shall not be sub-
ject to amendment, and shall not be subject 
to a demand for division of the question in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole. 
All points of order against such amendments 
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of debate 
only, I yield the customary 30 minutes 
to the gentlewoman from New York 
(Ms. SLAUGHTER), pending which I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 
During consideration of this resolu-
tion, all time yielded is for the purpose 
of debate only. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, House Resolution 189 is a 
structured rule providing for the con-
sideration of H.R. 6, the Energy Policy 
Act of 2003. The rule provides 1 hour 
and 30 minutes of general debate, with 
30 minutes equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and three peri-
ods of 20 minutes each to be equally di-
vided and controlled by the chairman 
and ranking minority members of the 
Committees on Science, Resources, and 
Ways and Means. 

The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill, and 
makes in order only those amendments 
printed in the Committee on Rules re-
port accompanying the resolution. 

The rule further provides that the 
amendments made in order may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, may be offered only by a Mem-
ber designated in the report, shall be 
considered as read, shall be debatable 
for the time specified in the report, 
equally divided and controlled by a 
proponent and opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for a division in 
the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Finally, the rule waives all points of 
order against the amendments printed 
in the report and provides one motion 
to recommit, with or without instruc-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 6 is a critically im-
portant piece of legislation that will 
provide for security and diversity in 
America’s energy supply while enhanc-
ing energy conservation and research 
and development. The bill we will con-
sider shortly is a comprehensive meas-
ure combining key elements from four 
separate bills reported by the respec-
tive committees of jurisdiction. 

The first section of the bill passed by 
the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce seeks to expand domestic energy 
sources while striking a balance be-
tween State and Federal regulation of 
the Nation’s electrical power grid. This 
section of the bill would also increase 
the strategic petroleum reserve to 1 
billion barrels and contains provisions 
for a renewable fuel standard that re-
quires increased production in the use 
of ethanol. 

The second section of the bill passed 
by the Committee on Science author-
izes $31 billion for energy-related re-
search and development programs, in-
cluding funding for the President’s hy-
drogen initiative and FreedomCar pro-
gram, with the balance of the funding 
going to improvement of renewable en-
ergy, energy efficiency, clean coal 
technology, and nuclear programs. 

The third section of the bill passed 
by the Committee on Resources in-
cludes a provision that would open the 
Alaskan National Wildlife Refuge, or 
ANWR, to much-needed oil exploration 
in a way designed to ensure maximum 
environmental protection of that sig-
nificant national resource. 

Finally, the section of H.R. 6 re-
ported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means means energy tax provisions 
amounting to $18.7 billion that would 
incentivize access to inexpensive en-
ergy, bolster our national security by 
decreasing U.S. dependence on foreign 
oil, and promote conservation and the 
use of renewable sources of energy.
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As a Member of Congress from the 
Pacific Northwest, I am particularly 
pleased, Mr. Speaker, that the authors 
of this legislation have concluded pro-
visions I have long supported which 
would streamline the process of renew-
ing permits for major hydroelectric fa-
cilities. Many of those projects are lo-
cated in our part of the country and 
provide a sizeable share of our region’s 
electrical power needs. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me say 
that the war in Iraq has once again 
highlighted the importance of ensuring 
America’s energy independence. This 
bill is designed to do that in an envi-
ronmentally responsible way. Accord-
ingly, I urge my colleagues to support 
both the rule and the underlying bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
her remarks, and include extraneous 
material.) 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to agree that the United States 
does indeed need a coherent, com-
prehensive energy plan. The events of 
the summer of 2001 clearly illustrate 
this. The raging power prices and the 
rolling blackouts in California and the 
historic implosion of Enron vividly 
showed America that our energy poli-
cies are broken and need to be fixed. 

A few weeks ago, the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission ruled that 
widespread manipulation and mis-
conduct by Enron and 30 other energy 
companies and the failures of deregula-
tion of the energy industry caused the 
energy crisis that plagued California in 
2000 and 2001. Unfortunately, Mr. 
Speaker, the bill does not fix what is 
broken. H.R. 6 does not address any of 
the lessons learned from the California 
energy crisis. 

The legislation does not provide the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion with any antifraud authority. It 
does not criminalize the legal abuses 
by energy corporations that contrib-
uted to the California energy crisis. 

Instead of providing stronger protec-
tions for consumers, the bill would re-
peal the Public Utility Holding Com-
pany Act, which protects both con-
sumers and investors. In fact, some 
have argued that proper enforcement of 
the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act could have prevented the Enron 
disaster. 

The bill fails consumers, but it bene-
fits the giant energy corporations. 
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